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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS. 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
eamed patent tenm adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communicatlon(s) filed on 09 January 2002 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)ISI Tfiis action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) 13 Claim(s) 1^9 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) n Claim{s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1z9 is/are rejected. 
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Application Papers 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing{s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction Is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is in response to the filing of this application on January 09, 
200. Claims 1-9 are pending in the application for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "said data storage means". It is unclear as what 
data storage applicant is referring. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the 
claim 1. To overcome the 35 U.S.C. 1 12 rejection, the examiner suggests that applicant amends 
the claim to insert -data storage— after data in line 3. 

Any claims depending fi-om independent claim 1, these claims also rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 1 12 second rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 
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5. Claims 1-2, 4-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated b Huang et al 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,151,2000) 

As per claim 1, Huang et al disclose a decision support system for the management of an 
agile supply chain. In so doing, Huang et al discloses: 

(a) means for modeling results of a specified proposed promotion action (col. 44, lines 
40-46; and col. 53, line 41 through col. 54 line 67); 

b) means for storing historical sales data (i.e. a database for storing historical sales data) 
(col. 6, lines 25-36) 

c) means for facilitating conmiunication between a hiunan user and said support system 
(col. 99, lines 14-24; 

d) means, coupled to said modeling means, to said data storage means and to said 
communication means, for coordinating data communications amongst said data storage means, 
said modeling means and said communication means (col. 99, lines 14-24). 

As per claim 2, Huang et al discloses a decision support system for the management of an 
agile supply chain. In so doing, Huang et al discloses: 

a) a modeling engine for predicting results of a proposed marketing strategy (col. 44, 
lines 40-46; and col. 53, line 41 through col. 54 line 67); 

b) database linked to the modeling engine to supply the modeling engine with historical 
data to aid in predicting results of a marketing decision (i.e., a database for storing historical 
sales data) (col. 6, lines 25-36); 

c) a communication tool having a graphical user interface allowing a user to define a 
what-if scenario for modeling by the modeling engine (col. 99, lines 14-24); 
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c) a management tool linking said communication tool to said modeling engine for data 
communication therebetween (col. 99, lines 14-24. 

As per claim 4, marketing decision support system according to claim 2, further 
comprising data storage for supply chain data and wherein said management tool draws data 
from said supply chain data storage and provides said supply chain data to the modeling engine 
to assist in its analysis of the results of a proposed marketing strategy. 

As per claim 5, Huang et al further discloses a marketing decision support system 
according to claim 1, wherein said communication tool selectively displays predicted results of a 
user-defined what-if scenario (col. 5, lines 53-61), performance metrics of an implemented 
marketing strategy (col. 96, lines 52-65), and predicted trend of an implemented marketing 
strategy (col. 18, lines 46-65). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 3, 6-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Huang et al 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,151,582). 

As per claims 3, and 6, Huang teaches marketing decision support system according to 
claim 2 above, but Huang et al fails to discloses wherein said communication tool is browser 
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based. However, Web browsers are well-known in the art, and are readily available from such 
corporations as Netscape Communications Corp. and Microsoft Corp. It would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to have modified the disclosures of Huang et al to 
include a communication tools which is a browser based in order to permit users to send and 
receive email and to read and respond to email. 

As per claim 6, Huang does not expUcitly disclose wherein said communication tool 
includes a menu of options for a user's selection to appear on a browser home page, said menu of 
options including company-specific items. However, including a menu of options for a user's 
selection to appear on a browser home page, said menu of options including company-specific 
items would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art with motivation to permit 
the user to receive and view the company items. 

As per claims 7, 8 and 9, the claimed features are standard practice in the marketing 
decision. Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have included such features into Huang et al in order to allow a decision 
maker to understand the effect their decisions will have on the supply chain as a whole. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

a. Garg (U.S. Patent No. 6,009,407) discloses a marketing and operations decision- 
making system. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier commimications from the 
examiner should be directed to Romain Jeanty whose telephone number is (571) 272-6732. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thurs 7:30AM - 6:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tariq R. Hafiz can be reached on (571) 272-6729. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this appHcation or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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